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Introduction
This article synthesises the results of four-year fieldwork between 2011 and 2014 at the protohistoric site of 
Sarazm, located in the Zeravshan Valley (District of Penjikent) in north-western Tajikistan. This fieldwork 
was conducted as part of a Tajik-French cooperation between the Academy of Sciences of Tajikistan and the 
French National Center for Scientific Research (the French Archaeological Mission in Central Asia (MAFAC) 
at CNRS). This cooperation was instigated and directed by two of us (H.-P. Francfort and A. Razzokov) and 
has been funded by a grant for archaeological missions from the French Ministry of Foreign Affairs and 
International Development. The different aspects of this project and the preliminary results of the 2011-2012 
field-seasons are presented in a previous article, published in the proceedings of the 2012 EASAA Conference 
in Paris, as well as two additional articles published in Arkheologicheskie Raboty v Tadzhikistane.1 The 
present article provides more details as to the results of the 2011-2012 field-seasons and combines them with 
new data we obtained from the 2013-2014 field-seasons, with a focus on fieldwork.

Sarazm has been a UNESCO World Heritage Site since 2010. It was discovered in 1976, and excavations 
have been conducted at this site since 1977 by Soviet, Tajik, American, and French archaeologists. These 
excavations have established that it was occupied mostly during the Chalcolithic and Bronze Age periods in 
the fourth and third millennia BCE and have revealed a rich assemblage including various types of objects 
with connections to diverse and distant cultural spheres located in Pakistan and Afghanistan to the south, 
Iran, Turkmenistan, and Uzbekistan to the west, and Kazakhstan and Siberia to the north.2 Over the years, 
Sarazm has emerged as a relatively isolated locality in the Zeravshan Valley and, yet, unique and abundant 
in its archaeological remains and the cultural interactions they highlight. Scholars usually agree that this 
place attracted people from various cultural groups including merchants for the reason that the part of the 
world where it is located is rich in minerals. In addition to its multi-cultural relationships, Sarazm is also 
characterised by a local material culture and vestiges of a settled life in the context of what appears to have 
been a large village or a proto-urban town of at least thirty hectares.3 

Previous fieldwork at Sarazm has provided important information as to many aspects of this site such 
as the above mentioned various cultural connections.4 Nevertheless, at the beginning of our new project 
in 2011 several questions remained that had not been entirely answered. The chronology of the site is one 
of them: What are the exact dates of the beginning and the end of the protohistoric occupation? We also 
needed to know more about the spatial organisation of the site and to collect more data as to the subsistence 
economy and environment of the communities that were settled there. Lastly, we also wanted to investigate 
the stylistic relationships of the assemblage and answer the questions as to whether and which ones are 
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the consequence of imports, local imitations, or larger migrations of people to the site. These research 
aspects were the topic of different field operations and studies, reported in the above mentioned articles, 
including: a magnetic survey by S. Gondet (CNRS); the study of an ancient canal by L. Cez (University Paris 
1), E. Fouache (University Sorbonne–Abu-Dhabi, Mission MEDEE, Mer, Désert, Environnement), and R. 
Besenval († CNRS); the analysis of the bioarchaeological remains by M. Tengberg (CNRS) and S. Lepetz 
(CNRS); the analysis of the material culture by F. Brunet (lithics) and B. Mutin (ceramics and other finds); 
and a French National Research Agency (ANR) composition analysis program directed by H.-P. Francfort 
(ROXIANA, Archaeological Researches on Metal and Pottery Assemblages from the Oxus Basin to the Indus 
Valley during Protohistory). These are not detailed here. Instead, this synthesis focuses on the results of 
the excavations two of us conducted between 2011 and 2013 (B. Mutin and A. Razzokov), the study of the 
collected assemblages completed in 2014, and new information these have brought in relation to some of 
the above questions.

Results of the 2011-2014 Field-seasons
In 2011 we focused our field research on the beginnings of Sarazm. We started by first investigating the 
northwestern part of the UNESCO property and an area located ca. 25 metres north of it for the reason that 
A. Isakov had excavated in this location (Trench II) and reached what he considered to be the oldest period 
of the site (Fig. 1).5 We opened three excavations (Trenches XIV, XV, and XVI) and seven additional test-
trenches (Soundings 1 to 7) between 2011 and 2013; 2014 was dedicated to the analysis of the archaeological 
assemblage and zooarchaeological remains we collected in these excavations. This fieldwork brought to 
light different types of contexts, all dating to between the late fourth and the early third millennia BCE 
(Table 1). They are examined below.

Trench XIV

Trench XIV was excavated in 2011. It is 94 sq. m and yielded two main archaeological levels within a total 
of less than one metre thick deposits resting directly on top of the virgin soil. These levels contain animal 
bones, ceramic sherds, and a few additional artefacts and can be best interpreted as domestic occupations. 
The upper level consists of two main mudbrick and compacted clay-silt buildings with an open space in 
between (Fig. 2).6 Both buildings were only partially excavated. One, located in the western part of the 
excavation, is at least 9.50 m long and divided into three rooms. It has no built floor and no structures 
inside, although a few spots with charred soil recorded in the interior suggest that activities relating to 
fire took place in this building, perhaps within the unexcavated portions. The second building, in the east, 
comprises two rooms with compact floors. Additional walls south of it delimit additional areas including a 
corridor with a compact floor, more than 7 m long, and a building that extends beyond the excavation limits 
to the east. The lower level of Trench XIV has no architecture; it contains a compact floor with a few small 
firing structures and spots with charred soil and heated stones in its eastern part and a few concentrations 
of faunal bones, scattered sherds, and one copper blade in its western part. Lastly, a single feature that is 
posterior to these two levels. It is a circular structure containing numerous stones, found just below the 
surface. Similar structures are abundantly observed in the excavations at Sarazm, always within the latest 
level, underneath the surface. They are known to represent the last phase of the Bronze Age occupation at 
the site, but their function remains unclear. The fact that Trench XIV is shallow led us first to believe that its 
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upper levels were wiped out through the effect of agricultural activities or soil extraction and that the layers 
we excavated corresponded to the remaining oldest ones. It became clear, however, when we extended this 
trench to the west and found the above mentioned circular structure, that we were not necessarily missing 
a piece of the ancient occupation; it is simply less complex and apparently did not last here as long as in 
other areas of the site such as in Trench XVI (see below). An additional comment on Trench XIV is that we 
did not observe any archaeological deposits in its southernmost portion, a lack that is corroborated by two 
soundings opened south of this trench (Soundings 1 and 2).

The assemblage collected in Trench XIV is not very abundant. We recorded 328 ceramic sherds including 
37 rim fragments and vessels with complete profiles as well as 24 additional objects including small stones, 
lithics, two stone vase fragments, a copper blade, and two perforated ceramic discs.7 The ceramics consist 

Figure 1: A. Map of Sarazm with location of the previous excavations (in grey) and the excavations conducted between 2011 
and 2013 (in black). The area of investigation during these field-seasons is contained within the dashed rectangle (map 
by J. Suire and R. Schwertdner, modified by B. Mutin). B. Section between the northern limit of the UNESCO Property and 
Trench XIII (section by J. Suire, modified by B. Mutin).
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of a common ware with a sandy fabric, a coarser 
sand-tempered ware, and very rare, fine ceramic 
fragments. The first ware is typical of Sarazm and 
is the most common in Trench XIV. The vessels 
are usually burnished, some are slipped, and they 
comprise bowls, pots, necked-jars, and jars (Fig. 3). 
The second ware is also common at Sarazm and 
is interpreted as a kitchen ware.8 As for the fine 
ceramic fragments, they are too small to allow any 
comparison with the fine ware previously collected 
at the site.

Soundings 1 to 7

We opened four additional test-trenches around 
Trench XIV and south along a transect of ca. 90 
m as far as Trench XIII in order to evaluate the 
density of the ancient occupation in this area. 
We also opened and studied again a test-trench 
that had been excavated in the past, but never 
documented, just north of Trench XIV (Sounding 
7). These test-trenches, Soundings 1, 2, 3, and 7, 
found no evidence for an ancient occupation north 
of this trench as well as westward and southward, 
beginning within the southern part. The deposits 
in these test-trenches consist of natural soil, and 

Figure 2: Trench XIV, architecture of the upper level, view from the north. Photograph by B. Mutin.

Figure 3: Selection of ceramics from Trenches XIV (1-5), XV 
(6-13), and XVI (14-16). Drawings by B. Mutin.
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Figure 4: Soundings 1, 2, 4, and Trench XIII, view from Trench XIV. Photographs by B. Mutin.

occupation seems to resume only near Trench XIII, in the area of Sounding 4, ca. 70 m south of Trench XIV. 
We recorded in this sounding one archaeological level containing the base of a large ceramic at its bottom 
(Fig. 4). Further south, four additional pits had been dug in the past at the corners of Trench XIII in order 
to install the pillars that support the roof that protects this trench. The sections of the two western ones 
(Soundings 5 and 6; see below) contain much thicker archaeological deposits – almost 2 m in thickness in 
Sounding 6 and 2.50 m in Sounding 5 (Fig. 6).9 

The question remains as to whether the area between Trenches XIII and XIV was never inhabited in 
the past, was used as a reservoir for water (which, however, would have been rather shallow), or was wiped 
out by recent agricultural or construction works. What is evident is that the surface of this area is lower in 
altitude than the surfaces of these trenches. At its lowest point it is ca. 1 m lower than Trench XIV, and the 
highest point of Trench XIII is more than 2.50 m higher than the highest point of Trench XIV’s area (Fig. 1B).

Trench XV

Trench XV was excavated in 2012. The placement of this excavation in the northwestern part of the site was 
based on the magnetic survey conducted by S. Gondet in 2011. He had identified in this area circular and 
sub-circular shapes that he interpreted as structures submitted to fire. We hypothesised that these shapes 
could be workshops relating to metal or pottery production and decided to test this hypothesis. Trench 
XV, a 18 sq. m excavation, at the placement of some of these shapes. This excavation produced three main 
archaeological levels. The upper level yielded three compact floors, two firing structures, a circular structure 
with stones similar to the above mentioned one in Trench XIV, and an area of charred soil with ashes (Fig. 
5). Below this level, we recovered two large pits, one dug into the other. These pits certainly correspond 
to the shapes detected by the magnetic survey. One of them in particular, the most recent one, excavated 
over ca. 3 ´ 2 ´ 2 m (ca. 2/3 of this pit), provided an enormous concentration of animal bones (Fig. 6).10 
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Figure 5: Trench XV, partial view of the upper level, view from the east. Photograph by B. Mutin.

Figure 6: Left: Trench XV, section of the main pit, view from the south. Right: Sounding 5, eastern section, view from the 
southwest. Photographs by B. Mutin.
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Lepetz, who studied the assemblage, provisionally concludes that this pit contains ca. 53,000 bones and 
teeth (208 kilograms), the majority of them being burnt and contained within charred and ashy layers. This 
number includes 80% sheep and a few goat remains, 19% cattle, and a small amount of dog, gazelle, and 
swine remains. Sheep include at the very least 170 individuals, and cattle, 21 individuals.11 Another important 
aspect of this pit is its significant concentration of ceramics, in comparison for instance to the quantities 
recorded in Trenches XIV and XVI. This pit yielded over 900 sherds including ca. 100 rims and vessels with 
complete profiles. These ceramics are mostly of the two sand-tempered local types mentioned above and an 
additional type characterised by a white-beige-colour slip.12 The forms include bowls, pots, and necked-jars, 
used probably mostly for food presentation and cooking, as well as storage jars (Fig. 3). Additional, smaller 
quantities of artefacts were recovered from this pit including lithics, different types of stone tools, one stone 
vessel fragment, and a copper blade fragment. This pit also yielded discarded stones and mudbricks. The 
lowest level of Trench XV was largely wiped out when these pits were dug. It contains three small hearths 
and patches with charred soil.

The above discussed pit is certainly the most impressive discovery in Trench XV. Besides the fact that 
it will provide important information as to the environment of Sarazm and the vegetal and animal species 
collected, hunted, and domesticated by its occupants, this pit informs us of additional practices. We believe 
that it was first dug to extract building material, the loess used to construct the architecture at the site 
including probably the constructions identified nearby. It was then used as a trash pit. The density of bones 
(and the quantities of animals they represent) observed in some layers of its filling and the thickness of 
these layers imply that this pit was filled through a limited series of dumpings which were substantial in 
discarded material but relatively brief in time (Fig. 6). This observation tends to favour the view that sees 
these dumpings as the remains of large collective meals or banquets. In addition to the huge amounts of 
bones recovered, the ceramic assemblage, its forms and the fact that it is unusually abundant relative to 
the other excavations at Sarazm, supports this hypothesis. As noted above, there are additional circular 
and sub-circular structures with similar magnetism across the site, and we observed what appears to be the 
same type of pit with similar charcoal, ash, and bone-rich layers in Sounding 5 (Fig. 6). A C14 date from this 
structure provided a calibrated date in the late fourth millennium BCE, consistent with those from Trench 
XV (Table 1). All this evidence suggests that such trash pits – and the practices associated with them – were 
probably quite frequent at Sarazm.

Trench XVI

Trench XVI was excavated between 2012 and 2013. It is ca. 80 sq. m and revealed five main archaeological 
levels piled within ca. 1.50 to 2 m thick deposits (Fig. 7).13 The upper level is characterised by circular 
structures with stones similar to those observed in Trenches XIV and XV,14 as well as patches with charred 
soil and two pits filled with charred soil. The larger pit contained animal bones and stones. Mudbrick and 
compacted clay-silt architecture appears underneath in the second level, which corresponds to the remains 
of a domestic occupation.15 This level consists of a large open space, at least 9 m long, around which are 
seven additional areas including five enclosed constructions. One that was completely excavated is ca. 4.50 
square m inside and contains a compact floor, a central posthole we suspect helped support the roof, a pit, 
a millstone, and animal bones (Fig. 8); and the largest one, partly excavated within Trench XVI, is more 
than 14 sq. m inside. We recorded in this level firing structures, patches with charred soil, and pits as well as 
animal bones and ceramic fragments. The third level is a combination of mudbrick and compacted clay-silt 
architecture and architecture built with perishable materials. The former architecture is a building of ca. 19 
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sq. m inside, in which we recorded a firing structure, patches with charred soil, and a millstone. Outside of 
this construction were pits, firing structures, spots with charred soil, a small podium made of compacted 
earth, and postholes as well as a large structure consisting of stones placed side by side and covered with 
reddened soil.16 The majority of the postholes we mapped in this level are clearly aligned, which implies that 
a structure existed that was built with perishable materials. We also recorded animal bones and ceramic 
fragments, all of this and the above suggesting that this level was a domestic occupation. The next level 
below, is more difficult to interpret. It consists of near 20 pits and two circular and semi-circular ditches. 
Most of the pits are no more than ca. 1.20 m in diameter or length. They are generally no more than ca. 
40-60 cm deep, although, some are almost 1 m deep. Surprisingly, these pits yielded very little material 
which has left us wondering what their function was. At most we recorded charcoal and ash, animal bones, 
stones, and ceramic fragments, all in very limited quantities, and it is possible that the fillings we excavated 
from these pits were not their original fillings but correspond to soil added later to level the area for new 
settlement. Two pits may be more clearly interpreted as trash pits. They are larger (ca. 2 m in diameter for 
one and ca. 2.50 x 2 m for the other) and contain charred soil with more substantial quantities of charcoal 
and animal bones relative to the above-mentioned pits. These pits also contain fragments of (a) crucible(s) 
and a few remains related to metal processing. The two ditches are ca. 60-90 cm wide and ca. 45 cm deep. 
The biggest one is semi-circular and spans over 5 m, and the second one is almost circular and near 3 m in 
diameter. They also produced more animal bones relative to the more numerous pits described above. We 
recorded no architectural structure in this level, but an alignment of small postholes and an abrupt change 
in soil composition in the northern half of Trench XVI imply the existence of walls in perishable material 

Figure 7: Schematic map of the architecture, pits and ditches of Trench XVI: from top to bottom, second level (grey), third 
level (white), fifth level (black), and pits and ditches of the fourth and fifth levels (serrated contour). Photographic 3D 
model by R. Schwertdner, modified by B. Mutin.
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that are now disintegrated. It is important to note that these pits and ditches had a significant impact on 
the above level since the surface of this level caved at the placements of these structures. They obviously 
also considerably affected the underneath level, the last level of Trench XVI, located directly on the virgin 
soil, as a large portion of this level was wiped out when they were dug. The last level could be studied over 
a much narrower surface than the above layers also for the reason that we had to keep all the walls of 
these levels as we were excavating Trench XVI down. Nevertheless, we were able to identify the remains of 
mudbrick constructions including a room that probably was ca. 10.50 sq. m inside. We also recorded three 
firing structures and additional pits around the mudbrick remains.

The ceramic assemblage from Trench XVI consists of ca. 800 sherds including ca. 90 rim fragments, 
vessels with complete profiles, and complete vessels. It includes the same three main types of production as 
in Trench XV, although vessels with different profiles are also observed, as well as a few sherds of finer fabric 
(Fig. 3). The finer material includes two rim fragments of two necked-jars which resemble ceramics that 
are recorded in Pakistan and Afghanistan and are found in greater quantities in other trenches at Sarazm 
such as Trench VII and Soundings 11-11A.17 We also collected almost 200 additional artefacts including 
lithics (three arrowheads, twenty-seven flakes, three bladelets, and two cores), various types of stone 
tools (including pebble tools), perforated ceramic discs, a few beads and pendants, and copper objects 
and remains associated with copper metallurgy. The copper and copper metallurgy-related objects include 
the above-mentioned crucible fragments, a series of copper droplets, a small ingot, a small sheet, an awl 
shafted in a bone, and a series of clay cylinders we believe may have been involved in pyrotechnologies 
(Fig. 9). These objects were found in secondary contexts and in separate locations, some being discarded in 
trash pits; however, altogether, they represent different steps of the chaîne opératoire of copper processing, 

Figure 8: Trench XVI, architecture in the second level, view from the east. Note from right to left the access to the room 
and the vertical stone on one side, the millstone nearby, the posthole in the center of the room, and the pit to the left. 
Photograph by B. Mutin.
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and this suggests that metallurgical activities were 
certainly taking place, if not directly in the location 
of Trench XVI, near this trench.

Synthesis

Chronology and Stratigraphy

The first conclusion of this fieldwork is that all the 
radiocarbon dates from our investigation between 
2011 and 2013 are consistently between the late fourth 
and the early third millennia BCE. This includes 
Trench XV and the entire sequence of Trench XVI 
as well as Soundings 5 and 6 (Table 1).18 This strongly 
suggests that most of the occupation in this area is 
to be dated to this epoch. This however comes as a 
surprise since previous radiocarbon dates from this 
sector, from Trenches II and VI as well as Trench IV 
further south, inconsistently are either older or more 
recent. The dates from Trench II are the trickiest 
to comprehend since this trench is located next to 
Trench XVI, and, yet, it provided one date within 
the first half of the fourth millennium BCE and one 
within the second half of the third millennium BCE 
for archaeological deposits that most likely are, at 
least partly, the continuation of those in Trench XVI. 
The dates from Trench VI are mostly more recent: two are ca. 1500 BCE; one is ca. 2000 BCE; and one is in the 
first half of the third millennium BCE. Lastly, two dates from Trench IV are within the first half of the fourth 
millennium BCE. Conversely, our C14 dates are consistent with some of the dates from Trenches III and VII 
as well as those from Trenches IX, XI, and XII, more recently excavated, all located within the eastern half 
of the UNESCO property.19 

Considering the oldest and the most recent dates from Sarazm, roughly ca. 4000 and 1500 BCE, the 
protohistoric site would have been occupied continuously or intermittently over a period of ca. 2,500 years. 
An issue with this view is that, at the present stage of the study, the ceramic assemblage does not show 
any major stylistic or typological variations that we believe should have occurred over such a long period, 
although it should be noted that the lithic industry bears evidence for technological change. Additionally, 
the best ceramic diagnostics may be dated to between ca. 3500 and 2500 (or into the second half of the 
third millennium BCE), based on available equivalents in Turkmenistan and south of the Hindu Kush for 
instance, whereas parallels with assemblages dating to the first half of the fourth millennium BCE or to the 
second millennium BCE appear less frequent and less clear.20 Also, with the exception of the lithic industry, 
the material assemblage we collected in our excavations does not seem very dissimilar from common types 
of objects reported from the other excavations including those that provided very different dates including 
Trench II, close-by Trench XVI. Lastly, our dates of around 3000 BCE even concern levels in Trenches XV 
and XVI that contain the above mentioned circular structures that are considered as representing the last 

Figure 9: Selection of artefacts from Trench XVI: crucible 
(1), copper and bone awl (2), copper sheet (3), copper ingot 
(4), copper droplets (5), clay cylinders (6-7). Photographs 
by B. Mutin. Restoration of 3 and 4 by J. Vasquez.
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period of the protohistoric occupation. We are left with two views on this topic. Either the seemingly too old 
and too recent dates from previous fieldwork are incorrect, or they are correct and there are clues for such 
dating in the assemblage and the archaeological records of Sarazm that we need to clarify. In any case, the 
chronological issue at Sarazm will not be solved until new fieldwork with collection of new dating material 
from secure contexts is conducted. This is precisely what we have begun to do in the 2011-2013 field-seasons 
and need to continue.

From a different point of view, the level with the numerous pits we excavated in Trench XVI contrasts 
with the rest of the deposits in this trench and elsewhere at Sarazm. Isakov mapped a few similar pits in an 
area of Trench II he excavated close-by Trench XVI – pits that probably belong to the same level as the one 
we studied in Trench XVI21– but our discoveries clearly show that such pits were not isolated structures but 
the main characteristic of an entire stratigraphic phase. Is this break in the sequence related to a change 
in the function of the area? Does it correspond to a cultural change? In any case, this is a new aspect in the 
stratigraphy of the site that needs to be investigated at other locations.

Spatial Organization

The excavation conducted by Isakov in Trench II provided successive layers of dense domestic quarters 
including mudbrick and compacted clay-silt houses, open spaces, alley ways, firing structures, and pits. The 
assemblage from this excavation includes ceramics, perforated ceramic discs, beads, stone and bone tools, 
copper objects, and moulds related to copper production.22 The remains found in Trench XVI are similar. 
This trench corroborates the results from Trench II and confirms that the area where both trenches lie was 
mostly used as domestic quarters and also that metal processing took place there. The remains in Trench VI, 
further south, do not seem very different from this,23 and the density of buildings detected by the magnetic 
survey south of this trench down to the southern limit of the UNESCO property, including Trench XV, does 
not contradict the possibility that the whole western area of this property consisted of similar occupations. 
Previous excavation in Trench IV, ca. 65 m southeast of Trench XV, revealed three successive architectural 
levels which comprise the remains of houses, firing structures, and a structure interpreted as a pottery kiln.24 
As noted above, we observed in Sounding 5, immediately north of Trench IV, a section of what appears 
to be a large pit similar to that found in Trench XV as well as additional archaeological layers containing 
firing structures in this sounding and in Sounding 6. It thus appears that an important concentration of 
constructions – apparently mostly domestic constructions and structures as well as small-scale craft areas 
– existed from Trenches II and XVI in the north to the southern limit of the UNESCO property and including 
the areas of Trenches IV and XIII. In contrast, the map of the magnetic survey and our excavations in Trench 
XIV and Soundings 1-4 and 7 evidenced a much lesser density, and even the absence of constructions in 
places, in the areas north of Trench XIII to at least the northern limit of the UNESCO property. It is still 
undecided whether this gap in the occupation results from modern destructions or corresponds to a large 
open space – perhaps a water reservoir(?) – around which the occupation was organised. At a smaller scale, 
Trench XV provided us with more insights as to how the communities in the western part of the UNESCO 
property managed their territory and waste, beginning with open-pits to extract the building material for 
the construction of their dwellings to the later use of these pits as trash pits, a practice we believe was more 
frequent than currently recorded at the site.

Through this fieldwork we certainly gained more understanding as to the structure of the settlement 
at Sarazm, and, based on our radiocarbon determinations and comparisons, we would date a large part of 
the occupation in the western area to around 3000 BCE. However, again, the discrepancy in the C14 dates 
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between the trenches in this area must not be forgotten, and this is one of the many questions that still 
needs answers.

Social Practices

The pits excavated in Trench XV, the largest one in particular, and the huge quantities of bones recorded and 
analysed by Lepetz, inform us of a specific social practice; the possibility that communal meals or banquets 
were organised that involved huge quantities of meat. This was not observed before.

Environment and Subsistence Economy

Lastly, through this fieldwork an effort was made to collect bioarchaeological remains. Not only the huge 
quantities of animal bones from Trench XV but also the bone and plant remains from the other excavations 
we opened will certainly provide additional important information as to the environment of Sarazm and its 
exploitation at the time the site was occupied.

Conclusions and Perspectives
Through targeted field operations and analysis of the collected assemblage, the 2011-2014 field-seasons at 
Sarazm brought new information as to the chronology, spatial organisation, and social practices of this 
settlement, in addition to the collection of new material for the analysis of its ancient environment and 
subsistence economy. The material culture we found also greatly complements the assemblage collected 
thus far, and its analysis against the stratigraphies we excavated should contribute to a better understanding 
of the chrono-cultural evolution of this site, especially because they come from secure, radiocarbon dated 
archaeological contexts.25 

The next step in our project is the publication of a monograph that will incorporate the results of this 
fieldwork and of the studies mentioned in the introduction, including the magnetic survey, the analysis of 
the animal and plant remains, and the analysis of the material culture. Fieldwork will continue. It will most 
likely include operations targeted to date more precisely the earliest period, probably in the western part of 
the UNESCO property, and the end of the protohistoric occupation.
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